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III.— LIVY'S USE OF ARUNT, ERUNT AND ERE. 

Livy's fondness for the form in ere has often been commented 
upon in a general way. To him, who in the Jove of Livy holds 
communion with the commentaries and grammatical treatises 
which have appeared " since first the flight of years began," they 
do not speak a various language. There is no commentary or 
treatise where the same voice is not heard. " Semper ego auditor 
tantum?" 

If we turn for information to the recognized standard authority 
upon the subject, Neue's Formenlehre d. lat. Spr., revised by 
Wagener, we find the same unsatisfactory statement. Here, again, 
the form in erunt is not taken into consideration, the relative 
frequency of the form in ere in the various books and decades is 
not taken into account, and unless such a comparison is made, 
our knowledge profiteth us nothing. ' The statement made on 
IIP p. 192 is clearly open to criticism not only for this reason, 
but, as will appear later, for another as well. He says: "nicht 
selten ist bei Livius ere statt erunt, so z. B. besonders aus 
dem 21 Buch." This book was probably "besonders" men- 
tioned, because it is so often read in the schools, but other books 
illustrate his fondness for this form in a more decided way. As a 
matter of fact, in XXI «r = only 42.7$ of all the forms possible, 
but in III ere is as high as 77.2$, in II <?r<r = 73.6$, in VI ere = 
64.7$, in IV ere = 64.1$. In fact all of the bks. of the ist decade 
have a higher percentage except VII, VIII and IX. While one 
could hardly expect Neue-Wagener to give a complete list of all 
the verbs in the Latin language together with all their occurrences, 
one can at least expect that, if a certain book of Livy is selected, 
and certain verbs are given, such a list would be complete. Such 
a list would have some value. But in the bk. selected there are 
12 passages omitted, and in the verbs selected there are 228 
occurrences in the other books not cited. 2 

1 In this investigation we have used the Weissenborn-Mueller edition, with 
the exception of bks. I to VI, and XXXI-XL, where Zingerle's edition was 
used. 

2 For Bk. 21 the following are omitted : contendere 25, 13; 56, 5; excidere 28, 
12 ; evasere 28, 12 ; insidere 34, 9 ; pervenere 47, 3 ; recepere 49, 12; detractavert 
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As is well known, Livy's style is different in the 3rd decade, 
and later, from that in the first (cf. e. g. Archiv fur lat. Lex. IV, 
207 f. and especially X, 64 f.). Livy's use of ere further illus- 
trates this difference : in the 1st decade ere = 54.7$, dropping 
however to 25.7$ in the 3rd, and to 13.5$ in the 4th. This 
regular decrease of about a half is noteworthy. The explanation 
will be given later. The following table will show the number of 
times Livy uses the forms in runt (erunt and arunf) and in ere in 
each book and decade, and the percentage of ere forms in each. 

FIRST DECADE THIRD DECADE 

runt ere % ere runt ere % ere 



I. . 


..28 


4' 


59-4 


2. . 


• •33 


92 


73-6 


3" 


..26 


88 


77.2 


4-. 


• •37 


66 


64.1 


5-- 


• •45 


58 


56-3 


6.. 


..24 


44 


64.7 


7-. 


..46 


31 


40.3 


8.. 


..50 


29 


36-7 


9.. 


• •74 


30 


28.8 


10.. 


..48 


42 


46.6 



21. . 


..51 


38 


42.7 


22.. 


..64 


38 


37-2 


23.. 


..80 


19 


19.2 


24.. 


..81 


23 


22.1 


25.. 


..70 


25 


25.3 


26.. 


••77 


17 


18.1 


27.. 


..72 


42 


36-9 


28.. 


..72 


14 


16.3 


29.. 


..63 


16 


20.3 


30.. 


..58 


14 


19.4 



49- 13; fuere 50, 5; 59, 2; constitcre 58, 3 and mansere 58, n (=12). The 
verbs mentioned also occur in: dtcrevere 5, 15, 2; 26, 28, 3; 27, 37, 7; 35, 41, 
2 ; 43> 1 5'i 4 ; quievere 8, 7, 20 ; 1 3, 8 ; 40, 30, 7 ; detractavere 3, 60, 6 ; 26, 1 1 , 1 1 ; 
turbavere 27, 30, n ; 38, 13, 2; excivere 1, 28, 3; complevcre 29, 3, 8; implevere 
45, 31.6; accepere i,6o, 2; 3,60, 8; 4, 8, 5; 31, 3; 5, 37,4; 8,27, 2; 9,40,14; 
43, 13; 10, 5, 8; 25, 5 ; 27, 2, 7 ; 28, 33, 13; 29, 14,12; 30, 8,6; 37,42,6 ; 38, 
3, 5 ; 42, 63, 12 ; 44, 12, 2 (only 3 were given instead of 18): fecere 1, 23, 3 ; 
37,2; 41,3; 2,31,10; 34, 10; 49, 9; 3, 1,8; 4,35,3; 40,2; 5,31, 2; 48,3; 
6, 9, 11 ; 10, 1, 8; 27, 1, 6; 27, 5 ; 37, 53, 28 (only 2 given instead of 16): ges- 
sere 6, I, 1 ; 28, 4, 1 ; 38, 53, 11 ; descivere 45, 25, 11 ; scripsere 3, 4, 1 ; 6, 38, 9 ; 
7, 18, 2 ; 10, 11,9; 30, 5; evaserel, 42,10; 59, 8 ; 3, 3, 8; 10, 17, 7 ; 21, 28, 12 ; 22, 
6, 8; 28, II, 14; petiere 3, I, 8; 4, 2; 5, 38, 10 ; 8, 2, 9; 9, 13, 4 ; 10, 37, 4; 31, 
4',7; 45, 15 ; 42, 62, 10 ; 45, 4, 6 (10) ; tulere 2, 40, 12 ; 3, 6, 5 ; 9, 30, 3 ; 27, 4, 
8; 10; 31, 27, 7; 35, 7; 34, 20,7; 35, 51, 9; 36, 24,10 (10); for fuere but 3 
are cited, and 21, 19, 11 for 21, 5, II ; fuere occurs 39 times in the 1st decade, 
26 in the 3rd, 20 in the 4th, and 8 in 41-5 ; for vcnere 5 are omitted in the 1st 
decade, 4 in the 3rd, and 1 in the 4th (cf. p. 414) ; convenere (4, 6, 25 is 
cited where attulere is read), 1, 9, 7; 47, 9; 6, 28, 4 ; 24, 18, 10; 12; 25, 10, 7; 
33, 16, 3; 38, 41, 6 (8); pervenere 8, 13, 4; 30, 2, 10; 45, 11 (cf. also p. 422); 
iere 10, 33, 6; 25, 38, 21; 31, 37, 8; 12; rediere 8, 23, 10; 26,5; 22, 59, 
18 ; 24, 16, 15; 27, 26, 6; 29, 35, 1 ; 30, 25, 4; 34, 46, 7; 35, 38, 12; 38, 3, 6 ; 
39, 24, 5 ; 42, 60, 2 (only 3 given instead of 15) ; subiere 8, 10, 3 ; (audiere cited 
for 25, 39, 1 instead of 38, 23 ; iere 3, 36, 6 for 66, 6 ; abiere 2, 7, 2 for 2, 7, 3 ; 
proiere 1, 37, 2 for periere). There are in all 228 passages omitted. 
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FOURTH DECADE 



31 


.. 80 


32 


28.6 


32 


.. 69 


9 


11.5 


33 


.. 91 


15 


14.1 


34 


.. 90 


15 


13-5 


35 


• ■ 73 


18 


19.8 


36 


.. 84 


6 


6.6 


37 


. .130 


23 


1+4 


38 


. .176 


24 


12.0 


39 


. .120 


5 


4.0 


40 


••133 


11 


7.6 





XLI-XLV 






runt ere 


% ere 


41.. 


. 58 2 


3-3 


42. 


.105 II 


9-5 


43-. 


• 57 7 


10.9 


44- 


55 6 


9.8 


45- • 


. 58 12 


17.1 



(For the relative number of arunt forms cf. p. 415 infra). 

Notes. 

1) It is only in the first 6 books that Livy prefers the form in 
re to that in runt, the average for these books being 65.9$, while 
in the last four books of this decade ere averages only 38.1$. 

2) Livy's usage of ere shows some interesting contrasts. In 
III it reaches to 77.2$, in II to 73.6$, but in XLI it has fallen as 
low as 3.3^, in XXXIX to a,$, and in XXXVI to 6.6#. 

3) Books XLI to XLV, which have not been recently revised, 
form an exception to the general tendency for the ere forms to 
drop to about a half. While the average for ere in the 4th decade 
was 13.5$, in XLI-XLV instead of being half, it is io.i#. This 
difference will also be considered later. 

4) An interesting contrast occurs between Livy's usage and 
that of the author of the Periochae. In the 1st decade ere = 
54.7$, but in the Periochae to these books ere = only 17.6$ {runt 
= 14, ere = 3); so, also in Books 21-45 Livy uses ere 1955 
times, but in the Periochae it was not used at all. It is worthy of 
note that ere is found but once in the Periochae from 9-143 and 
that is in 116, praestitere. 

I. General Observations. 

As remarked above, Livy shows a decided preference for the 
ere forms in the 1st decade, and later his attitude changes. In 
order to discover the explanation of this phenomenon, three 
different factors were taken into consideration. 

A. The Archaic Influence. 

The preponderance of the forms in ere in the 1st decade is in 
part explained by the preponderance of these forms in the archaic 
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sources which Livy employed for this decade. The form ere is 
without doubt to be regarded as an archaism. In Cato the cita- 
tions usually show ere (cf. Neue-Wagener IIP p. 190). Cato was 
Sallust's model, his " bevorzugtes Muster" (Archiv X. 22), Sallust 
used ere 114 times (Cat. = 53, lug. = 61) to the form in erunt 
only 8 times (Cat. = 4, lug. = 4). Since ere was a favorite form 
in Sallust, to the extent of even 93.4$, we may safely conclude 
that ere was a favorite form in Cato also, that is, that it was not 
only common in that writer, but also in the Archaic sources Livy 
had before him (The S. C. de Bacch., which appeared during 
Cato's life time, has ere 4 times, but erunt only once. On the 
other hand, the Lex Anton, de Termess. of 71 B. C. has only the 
form in erunt). As Cato influenced Sallust's style, so Sallust 
influenced Livy's style; Schmalz, Synt. u. Stil. 3 cites at least 15 
phrases which Sallust coined and Livy adopted, and at least 22 
which are common first in Sallust and Livy. 

The conclusion is clear that, as the great stylists of the golden 
age, Cicero, 1 Caesar, 2 and Nepos, either did not use the form at all 
or very rarely, Livy's use of the form ere is partly due to the 
sources he used, partly due to the influence of Sallust. But this 
is not all, there still remains 

B. The Poetic Influence. 

The influence of the poets upon Livy's style has been ably 
discussed in Archiv X, 17 f. Schmalz, Synt. u. Stil. 3 cites at least 
55 poetic constructions which Livy introduces into prose, and this 
list could be easily further extended. As Ennius had an influence 
upon Livy's style, it is interesting to note that in the fragments, 
ere was used 13 times to erunt 4 times. 3 Poetical usage may be 
better illustrated from Vergil. 4 Vergil uses in all ere 224 times 

1 Cf. Arch. f. Lat. Lex. Ill, 297; Neue-Wagener III 3 , p. 191, say for Cicero 
that but 2 passages are certain, Fam. 10, 192 and Lig. I, 2, 6. 
1 Cf. Arch. f. Lat. Lex. XI, 508. 

3 Lindsay, Lat. Lang. p. 532 says: " Ennius, however, seems to prefer erunt 
to ere in his Annals." As a matter of fact in the Annals ere is found 3 times 
as often as erunt, 12 to 4 (ere: fr. 24, 141, 144, 155, 232, 246, 290, 298, 299, 
326, 392,443 to erunt fr. 73, 315, 412, 448, Baehr. Fr.). 

4 Neue-Wagener IIP p. 196 cite Wotke, Wiener Studien 1886 p. 131, but 
Wotke does not give the relative frequency of the ere and erunt forms and 
omits 6 passages for erunt; JEn. 3, 47 ; 363; 10,139; 4431 n.3°o; and 12, 
710. 
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to runt 45 times, i. e. ere = 83.3$. It is interesting to note that 
there is a steady increase in the use of the form in ere ; in Eel. 

ere = 55-5*. { ^0 ? in <*>• «* = 7^, { %*=£ ' and 

in JEn. ere = 87.8$, \ _T~ T -7/ This decided preference for 

ere in Vergil is even more marked than would at first appear from 
the above. The fact of the matter is, he only uses the longer 
form melri gratia, or at the end of the 4th ft. (bucolic diaeresis). 
It is noteworthy that ere was used only 17 times at the end of the 
verse, 15 of these being dedere 1 and 2 tulere. The form dederunt 
was not used at all by Vergil, and tulerunt only in Eel. 5, 34 ; Geo. 
2, 422 (Geo. 2, 454 is bracketed by Thilo). 

The preference for the form ere in Ennius and Vergil, and the 
additional fact that poetic forms and phrases are more frequent in 
the 1st decade, lead one to conclude that the preponderance of 
the ere forms in this decade are the resultant of two forces, the 
archaic and the poetic, and the regular decrease in their use in the 
later decades by the change in Livy's style from a poetic to a 
prose style and to the stricter forms and norms of classicality. 

C. The Influence of the Sermo Familiaris. 

This can be dismissed in a few words. Although colloquial- 
isms were continually making inroads into the higher forms of 
literature, and some are found in the language of Livy, collo- 
quial influence can not be called in to explain his use of the form 
ere. 

The sermo familiaris, here as elsewhere, preferred in general 
the fuller form. A few illustrations may be cited : in the Bell. 

Afr. S™*=&. j_ e _ ere = ^ 2i , in Be ll. Hisp. 2 I™*'", 74 ' 
[ ere = 2, t / • ^ I ere = 2, 

i. e. ere = 2.6$ ; and in the prose of Petronius 3 -J _ ' 1. e. 

ere = 12.9$; in his verse only ere was used (11 times); so 
Vitruvius has only the form erunt. Cf. also the Romance form. 

1 Of the 6 forms in ere at the end of the verse in Ovid, Met., dedere con- 
stitutes 5. 

s Neue-Wagener III 3 p. 192 cite Bell. Hisp. 24.8 instead of 24.1 for conve- 
nere. Cf. also Archiv XII (1902) p. 166. 

3 Neue-Wagener IIP p. 197 cite for ere only one passage, quaesivere 124, 
265:21 are omitted: abduxere 114; accessere 33; concurrere 54; consonuerc 78 ; 
dedere 74; divisere 33; excipere 113; exclatnavere 34; intermisere 109; inunda- 
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As a striking illustration of a complete change in attitude 
toward these forms may be cited 36, 17, 9; 41, 27, 8; 38, 38 f.; 
34> 5> 7 ! 38) 1. 6, etc., where the form in runt is used a number 
of times, but the form in re not at all. Such passages clearly 
show that with Livy other considerations had greater weight, 
the return to the norm established by Cic. and Caes., than a 
fondness for variety of expression, which, in general, may account 
for his retention of the ere form. The two forms are often used 
in the same sentence, making it clear that no rule can be 
formulated to the effect that the ere form is preferred in more 
elevated, more poetical passage, as some have maintained. 

As a general thing, the fuller form is preferred at the end, as, 
e. g. runt is used here 24 times in XXII to re but 6, in XXIX, 
runt 27 times to re only 4 times. This is particularly the case 
when both forms are used in the same sentence, as, e. g. 21, 
15. 5 ; 25, 12 ; 22, 1, 3 ; 27, 37, 6 ; 29, 2, 2 ; 31, 15, 1 1, etc. 

Many passages could be cited to show that Livy had emanci- 
pated himself from the laws that govern the rhythmical clausula 
(cf. Norden, Kunstprosa, p. 936), e. g. in castra is followed by 
4 long syllables in 21, 56, 5 and 22, 18, 4, but by <-> <-> — <■> in 

2i, 56, 7, and ^ in 22, 60, 25 ; cf. venerunt in 21, 24, 5 ; 

22, 20, 9; 21,3 with 2i, 20, 1; 18, 3, etc. The same rhythm, 
however, occurs with Placentiam in 21, 47, 3 and 56, 5; with 
tumultus in 21, 25, 3 and 22, 48, 4; and with Cannas in 22, 49, 
13 and 60, 18. 

The following letter, whether a vowel or a consonant, was also 
considered in seeking for an explanation of the use of the vocalic 
or consonantal ending of the verb form. The conclusion has 
been that the influence exerted, if any, was slight, as, e. g. in the 
3rd dec. re was used before a vowel 39 times, and almost as often 
before a consonant (34) ; in the 4th dec, the difference was 
slightly greater, 35 to 27. 

II. Livy's Usage in Detail. 

The conjugation to which a verb belonged had some influence 
in determining the form used. Excluding such irregular verbs 
as sum, do, coepi, etc., the following peculiarities were observed : 

vtre 113; procurrere 114, and in poetry cecidere log ; emisuere 127; 136; fregere 
119 : 123 ; incaluere 123 ; mervtre 108 ; patuert 122; stupuere 108 ; and sufripu- 
ere ug. 
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a) In all the decades from 61 to 67$ of all the forms in erunt 
belong to the 3rd conj., and about 62$ of all the forms in ere in 
every decade except in first half of 5th. The majority of all the 
verbs in runt and re belongs to the 3rd conj., and, with the 
exception of the 1st decade, the runt forms are always preferred 
to the re forms. 

b). While in the 1st and 2nd conj. the ere forms outnumber 
those in runt, in the 4th conj. they were less used. The use of 
venio and its compounds will appear in the following table : 

Decade. erunt. ere. #ere. 

ISt 29 12 29.3 

3rd 6l 16 20.8 

4th 91 7 7.1 

4i-5 35 I 2.8 



Total 216 36 14.3 

It is clear from the above that with venio and its compounds 
the form in erunt was preferred to that in ere} It may be noted 
that the great majority, 89.7$ of the verbs of the 4th conj. in 
erunt in the 3rd decade and in 41-5 are of venio, and 76.2$ in 
the 3rd dec. in ere are of the same verb. 

Livy's detailed usage of the various perfect endings in the 
different conjugations is as follows : 

A. AVERUNT, ARUNT, AVERE. 2 

The relative frequency of each of these forms in the different 
decades is shown in the following table : 

1 To Neue-Wagener III 3 , p. 193, we add the following occurrences of ere: 
venere 3, 38, 1; 4, 9, 12; 5, 19, 5; 10, 7; 38, 1; 21, 20, 7; 25, 18, 6; 26, 
39, 19; 27, 20, 3; 37, 13; 35, 13,6; advenere 8, 38, 2; 25, 36, 8; 37, 38, 6; 
38, 6, 2; convenere I, 9, 7; 47, 9; 6, 28, 4; 21, 21, 8; 24, 18, 10; 12; 25, 
10, 7; 33, 16, 3 ; 38, 41, 6 ; evenere 28, 42, 5 ; invenere 6, 9, 7 ; 9, 2, 9; 25, 39, 8 ; 
42, 28, 12 ; fervenere 8, 13, 4; 21, 35,5; 47, 3; 22,54, I i 29,2,2; 31,2,10; 
45, II. 

2 Sterno and its compounds is excluded from the table ; straverunt 10, 23, 12 ; 
21, 28, 7 ; 41, 27, 8 ; 9 ; prostrav erunt 9, 6, 4; 45, 20, 9 ; arunt and avere were 
not used. 
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Decade. averunt. arunt. avere. 

1st 39 37 56 

3 r d 45 23 16 

4th 43 5 6 1 1 

4i-5 7 34 5 

Total 134 150 88 

Notes. — (1) Livy to the end of the 3rd decade prefers the 
form averunt to arunt, but in the 4th decade he prefers the 
arunt forms = 56.6$ and in 41-5, 82.9$. 

(2) There are in all 11 verbs which have all the three forms, 
abdico, creo, comparo, conclamo, impetro, iuvo, loco, muto, nuntio, 
pugno and turbo. It may be noted that in the verbs having 
three forms averunt was preferred (48 times) to avere (27 times) 
and arunt (25 times) ; but after the first decade the ending runt 
rises to 80$, re falling to 20$. Creavere and locavere occur only 
in the 1st decade, while later locaverunt is found 12 times and 
locarunt twice. 

c). With the following 16 verbs Livy uses only the ending 
runt: adfirmo, armo, coniuro, euro, damno, dimico, intmolo, nego, 
pronuntio, postulo, renuntio (contr. 6, unc. = 1), recito, regno, 
rogo, tolero, and triumpho. 1 

d). It is worthy of note that with nuntio the ending ere was 
used but twice (4, 46, 9; 40, 19, 2), and the compounds have 
only the form in runt. 

e). The verbs in -lo and in -ro prefer the ending runt: in 

lo\ ; in ro \ ~~ 4 They also prefer the contracted 

(. re = 2 I re = 19. 

" cont. = 22 

unc. = 20. 

f). The ending arunt is not near so common as erunt: in 1st 

dec. { aruni = 37 . i. e ., arunt = 9 f, ; in 3rd dec. [ arunt = 2 3 
(. erunt = 374 I erunt = 665, 

i. e., arunt— 3.3$ ; in 4th dec. \ arun ~ 5 . ; # e arunt = 5.4$ ; 

(. erunt = 990 

and in 41-5 < atun — 34. j_ e >; arun t = io .2#. In all, arunt = 
(. erunt = 300 

150 to erunt 2329. 

1 Neue-Wagener III 3 , p. 480, cite Drakenb. to Livy 21, 44, 7, and make a 
statement regarding the reading of the latest editions, which is true of but 2 
out of the ten passages cited. 



form: -/J contr -= l8 ; and in -ro j 
(. unc. = 2 I 
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B. EVERUNT, ERUNT, EVERE. 

In Livy everunt \ *' " ; erunt < •,■,-, ,, ~ i evere 

(. Ill " = 45 *• — " 

I T !I C ° n ^ - 6 , ; that ' S ■ runi =M> re = J 9- 

The following forms are used : compleverunt, 3 times ; ex- 
pleverunt, 3 times; impleverunt, twice; in ere: complevere, twice; 
delevere and explevere, once each ; implevere, twice ; the form 
erunt, only once, delerunt 24, 42, 11. Several of these are 
omitted by Neue-Wagener, III 3 , pp. 192 and 496. 1 

In the 3rd. conj. decreverunt occurs 36 times, 2 and decrevere 
6 times, 3 the contrast being a striking one. So quieverunt was 
used 9 times to quievere 7 times.* These two verbs illustrate 
the fluctuating style of the 1st decade as compared with the more 
settled style later on : in the 1st decade he uses decreverunt 
3 times, decrevere twice, but later he decides for the form in 
erunt, using it 33 times to ere only 4 times ; and while quieverunt 
was used twice to quievere 5 times in the first dec, later he uses 
the form in erunt 7 times to the form in ere but twice. 

C. Viderunt was preferred to videre, probably on account of 
the possibility of confusion in the use of the latter with the infin. 
form. While ere is the predominant form in the first dec, 
viderunt was used 10 times to videre 3 (3, 62, 6 ; 6, 8, 1 ; 37, 12). 
After the 1st dec. viderunt was used 26 times to videre but 
10 times. 5 

D. OVERUNT, ORUNT, OVERE. 

Moverunt was used 18 times, movere only 3 (2, 58, 3; 25, 23; 
31. 38, 5). This use of movere is to be compared with videre. 

1 The following are to be added : compleverunt 42, 61, 6 ; impleverunt 34, 12, 8 ; 
complevere 22, 16, I, not 32, 16, I, as given ; 29, 3, 8 ; implevere 45, 31, 6. 

a Neue-W. III s , p. 494, cite only 4; add: 4, 58, 7; 6, 21, 3; 7, 3, 2; 
23, 34, 13; 26, 14, 2; 32, 5; 28, 2i, 5; 29, 19, 5; 30, 2, 4; 31, 4, 1 ; 8, 3; 
9, 8; 13,6; 49, 1; 32, 8, 1 ; 28, 8; 32, 21, 9; 34, 21, 8; 35, 41, 7; 37, 1, 10; 
55, 7; 38, 31, 5; 42, 5; 50, 3; 52, 8; 39, 33, 3; 40, 19,4; 52,2; 43, 4, "! 
45, 12, 10; 17, 1; 25, 7. 

3 Id. p. 495 for decrevere add : 26, 28, 3 ; 27, 37, 7 ; 35, 41, 2 ; 43, 15, 4. 

4 Id. p. 496 omit: quieverunt 32, 13, 15, and cite 24, 19, 13 for 24, 19, 5, and 
omit for quievere 8, 7, 20 ; 13, 8 ; and 40, 3, 7. 

5 No examples of videre are cited by Neue-Wagener ; cf. 22, I, 2 ; 23, 29, 14 ; 
25,26, 13; 26,39, l8 ; 28, 15, 10; 30, 18, 13; 35.36, 3; 37, 27, 5; 30,7; and 
40, 40, g. 
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Summoverunt is found in 25, 3, 16, summovere in 4, 17, 11; and 
amovere occurs in 5, 32, 7. 

Livy does not use noverunt, but norunt in 26, 22, 14 and 
novere in 3, 67, 5. Cognoverunt was used twice and cognovere 
3 times. Agnovere was also used 3 times, 1 all being in 1st decade. 

E. UERUNT = 297, UERE = 196. 

These endings may be classified according to conjugations, 
as follows : 

Conj. uerunt. uere. 

1st 3 i and 

2nd 1 10 69 f uerunt = 74 

3rd 106 31 fuere = 93. 

4th 4 2 

It may be noted that, while in the regular conj. -uerunt is 
found from 2 to about 4 times as often as -uere, fuere, on the 
other hand, outnumbers /uerunt. It is also interesting to note 
that fuere occurs relatively more frequently than the other ere 
forms: in the 1st decade fuere runs 16.2$ higher than the general 
average of the ere forms ; strange to say, in striking contrast to 
the general tendency of the ere forms to decrease by half, fuere 
rises to 42.7^ higher than the general average in the 3rd, and 
then drops in the fourth to 24.9$ higher and in 41-5 to 26. 2$ 
higher. 2 

In regard to the different conjugations the following peculiarities 
may be noted: Livy prefers censuerunt (31) to censuere (4), in 
the fourth dec, using only the fuller form ; pono uses only the 
form in erunt, and its compounds prefer this form (7) to ere but 
twice (24, 36, 4 exposuere; 5, 5, 5 opposuere). Livy's fondness 
for compound forms in general is illustrated by the fact that he 
uses rapio but once, rapuere 2, 34, 10, the compounds, however, 

* '. Cf. also curro, p. 420, duco, p. 418, and eo, 

p. 419. 

1 Id. Ill *, p. 497, omit : cognoverunt 37, 23, 5 ; cognovere 24, 30, 14 ; 27, 32, 3 ; 

34, 20, 6 ; agnovere 5, 36, 7 ; 7, 39, 13 ; 40, 1 ; and novere 3, 67, 5. 

•Id. p. 193 cite only 3 passages for fuere, but there are in all 93! (21, 19, n 

is cited for 21, 5, 11). Cf. also footnote, p. 400. 
28 
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It is noteworthy, too, that both with volo and with its com- 
pounds Livy uses only the fuller form: with volo 7 times, with 
nolo twice, and with malo 6 times. 1 

F. SERUNT (-SS, X) = 396, SERE (SS, X) = 155. 

It is interesting to note that the .S form of the perfect, in all 

probability the older form, showed a strong preference for the 

archaic form, ere, in the first decade, serunt occurring only 35 

times to sere 86 times, that is, sere="ji.i$. Later, however, 

these forms are made to conform to the general law : in the 3rd 

dec. serunt = 114, sere =39, that is sere drops to 25$, in the 

4th, serunt= 184, sere= 26, sere dropping to about i, 12.4$, and 

in the bks 41-5, it again drops to about J, 5.9$, serunt occurring 

f serunt ^^ ^61 
6"? times to sere only 4. After the 1st dec. < r ; i. e. 

J J {. sere = 69 

sere= 16$. 

The following peculiarities are worthy of note. Livy prefers 
iusserunt (28) to iussere (2), both in 1st dec. (2, 32, 2; 6, 26, 3); 
So manserunt (13) to mansere (2; 1, 35, 9 ; 21, 58, n) ; iubeo and 
manseo thus show a decided preference for the fuller form. The 
compounds of cedo also prefer the fuller form, 45 to 32. After 
the 1st decade Livy uses only the form dixerunt, so also with 
duxerunt. The compounds of duco prefer xerunt (27) to xere 
(2). While the simple verb occurred 7 times, the compounds were 
used 29 times. Livy also preferred miserunt (62) to misere (7, 
of these 5 in the 1st dec.) ; and after the 1st dec. the compounds 
have erunt 16 times to the form in ere only 5 times. The com- 
pounds of scribo have only the form in erunt. 

The 4th conj. has but one verb in this category, senserunt = 12 
to sensere 9, and after the 1st decade the form runt = g, re only 5. 

G. IVERUNT (19), IERUNT (il), IVERE (20) and IERE (4). 

There is a striking contrast between the verbs of the 3rd conj. 
and those of the 4th. While in the 3rd, iverunt — 10 to ierunt 1, 
in the 4th, iverunt— 9 and ierunt one more. So in the 3rd, 
ivere=8,to iere = o; in the 4th, ivere — 1 1 toiere=<±. There are 

1 To Id. Ill 3 p. 492 we add the following: iuverunt 33, 20, 12; adiuverunt 
39, 1,19; 32, 21, 16 ; 34, 5, 10 ; and adiuvere 3, 62, 7 ; 5, 34, 8 ; 7, 22, 9 ; 44- 
10, II. Here again the simple verb does not occur as often as the compound, 
cf. p. 417- 
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all together 19 verbs with these endings in the 3rd conj. 1 against 
34 in the 4th. Petierunt was used 27 times to peliere 17 times, 2 
and after the 1st decade the erunt forms (24) were used 4 times 
as often as the ere forms (6). 

It is interesting to note that the 4th conj. is richest in these 
forms, being the only one equipped with four, and that in Livy 
there is but one verb, audio, that enjoys this distinction. Nequeo 
is not quite so well off, having three, but the rest have only two. 
The 1st conj., however, although it can not show any more than 
three forms, can boast of 11 verbs (cf. p. 415). Audiverunt 
occurs 4 times, -ierunt 7 times, -ivere 5 times, and -iere twice. 3 
After the 1st decade runt =8 to re — \. Nequiverunt occurs 
once, 33, 18, 7;* nequivere 4, 51, 3, and nequiere 29, 34, 12. 

H. EO AND ITS COMPOUNDS. 

Here the syncopated form is the only one Livy uses. It occurs 
as follows : 

Decade. ierunt. iere. % iere. 

ISt 16 21 56.8 

3rd 21 8 27.6 

4th 29 IO 25.6 

41-5 19 2 9.5 

Total 85 41 32.5 

1 Id. Ill 3 p. 453 omit : asciverunt 30, 45, 7 ; consciverunt 39, 17, 5 ; 45, 10, 14 ; 
24, 6 ; desciverunt 26, 31, 3 ; 38, 28, 7 ; lacessierunt 28, 12, 1 ; — iere 10, 27, 6 (not 
1,27.6). 

2 Id. only 6 are cited for petierunt and 6 for petiere. Add the following to 
petierunt 7, 26, 9 ; 8, 1,8; 10, 16, 3; 23, 35 3; 25, 5, 3; 26, 31,3; 30, 25,3; 
43, 5', 32, 17, 31 23. 13; 33,6, 8; 15, 12; 27, 5; 34,43,2; 35.24. 4; 36, 20,5; 
43.8; 37, 57,9; 38, 36,5; 39, 37,21 ; 40, 25,4; 35,4; 40, 13; 47,4; 42,38, 
8 ; 43, 2 Neue-W. cite 10, 6, 3 for 16, 3 and 26, 31, 11 for 31, 3 (26 
omitted). To petiere: I, 37, 6; 3, I, 8; 4, 2; 4, 6, 10; 9, 4; 46, 6; 58, 2; 5, 38, 
10; 8, 2, 9; 9, 13, 4; 10, 37, 4; 21, 56, 4; 22, 7, 2; 31, 41, 7; 42, 62, 10; 45, 
I, 5 ; 4, 6 (17 omitted). There is also omitted: repetivere 31, 21, 5 ; triverunt 
23. 34, 17 ; trivere 37, 27, 8 ; and obtrivere 28, 33, 6. 

3 Id. Ill 3 p. 450 f. omit: audiverunt 28, 8, 5 ; 30, 19, 12; 38, 12, 5 (34, 11,3 is 
cited instead of 34, 11, 5, but here Weissb.-Mtill. read audierunt; and 9, 25, 
5 also has audierint) ; audierunt 9, 7, 6 ; 34, 11, 5 ; 41, 19, 8 ; 42, 44, 5 (27, 8, 5 
is given for 28, 8, 5) ; audivere 2, 38, 4 ; audiere 4, 1, 4 ; 25, 38, 23 (5, 39, 1 = ?). 

4 Id. omit this example ; also acciverunt 35, 34, 7; exciveruni 27, 50, 9; exci- 
vere 1, 28, 3 ; muniverunt 24, 44, 6 ; communiverunt 28, 16, 7. 
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The table shews that this verb does not follow the general tend- 
ency (cf. p. 409). While in the simple verb the runt forms (11) 
and the re forms almost balance, in the compounds the runt form 
(75) > s greatly preferred to the re form (29) ; in fact those com- 
pounded with ad, inter, trans, and prae employ only the ending 
in runt. Of the other compounds, abierunt=2,2, abiere=is; 
inierunt= 17, iniere = 3 ; perierunt and periere, each = 5 ; redi- 
erunt =32, rediere= 15 ; and subierunt and subiere occur each 
twice. *A7ra£ \ty6fieva are: coiere 4, 7, 7 ; praeierunt 43, 13, 11; 
and prodiere 3, 36, 3. 1 

I. CURRO AND ITS COMPOUNDS. 

The simple verb does not occur in these forms, the compounds, 
however, were used 41 times, and, with the exception of 2, all 
have the fuller form. With the exception of 3, all have the non- 
reduplicated form. Livy's usage is as follows : concucurrerunt is 
used once, 29, 18, io, to concurrerunt 16 times; decucurrerunt 
once, 22, 4, 6, to decurrerunt twice, 26, 51,4; 38, 8, 3, and decur- 
rere once, 24, 36, 4 ; incurrerunt twice, to incurrere once. The 
other reduplicated form is excucurrerunt, 1, 15, i. a 

J. The irregular verb coepi on the whole used the form in 
erunt about as often as the form in ere. In the 1st decade, 
however, he uses only the form in ere, which does not appear 
again until 27, 12, 14. In all, the form in erunt— io, in ere— 11. 3 

1 Neue-Wagener's lists, pp. 193 and 453, are not complete here also; add 
iere 22, 10, 8 (in 37, 31, 7 it is bracketed); iniere 2, 30, II ; periere I, 37, 2 
10, 33, 6; 25, 38, 21 ; 31, 37, 8; 12 ; rediere 8, 23,10; 26, 5; 22, 59, 18; 24, 16,15 
27,26, 6; 29, 35, 1; 30,25,4; 31, 37,8; 12; 34, 46, 7; 35, 38, 12; 38,3,6 
39, 24, 5 ; 42, 60, 2 ; subiere 8, 10, 3. 

On p. 193 iere is cited for 3, 36, 6 instead of 3, 66, 6 ; abiere 2, 7, 2 for 2, 7, 3; 
iniere 5, 22, 3 for 5, 22, 5 ; proiere for periere in 1, 37, 2 ; and transiere for fuere 
in 4, 22, I. In all, 22 are omitted, and 5 incorrect citations are given. 

2 Id. Ill 3 , p. 358, cite only 8 passages for occurrerunt, and omit 8, as follows : 
2, 6, 9; 28, 15, 3; 29, 9, 5; 32, 24, 2; 38, 2, 12; 3, 5 ; 40, 6, 6; 46, 10 (22, 20, 11 
is cited for 22, 20, 10 and 23, 47, 7 for 23, 44, 7; in 28, 15, 3 Weissb.-Mueller 
read concurrerunt). Two verbs are omitted entirely, discurrerunt 25, 25, 9; 

34, 37, I ; and occurrerunt 2, 19, 13; 10, 12, 4 ; 43, 9; 27, 30, I ; 31, 18, 9; 29, 2 ; 

35. 46, 3; 38. 14, 4; 33. 6; 40, 57. 3 ; 42, 22. 3; 43. 6; 45, 12. 3 ('3)- Incurrerunt 
also occurs in 42, 59, 3. In all 24 forms are omitted. 

3 Neue-Wagener omit this verb. Coepere occurs in 4, 6, 10; 12, 7 ; 5, 17, 1 ; 
10; 22, 3; 30,4; 7, 2, 5; 27, 12, 14; 28, 26, 11; 31, 42, 6; 35, 35, 10. 
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Summary. 
A. General Observations. 

1) The form ere is most common in the 1st decade, and 
decreases by about one-half in the later decades (cf. p. 409). 

2) Livy's first decade has been appropriately called a prose 
poem, and is especially characterized by a more liberal use of 
archaic and poetical forms and phrases. His extensive use of 
the form ere in this decade is, therefore, partly due to archaic, 
partly due to poetic influences. Here, while being influenced by 
the archaic sources he used, he was also influenced by the norm 
established by Sallust. In the later decades he turns to the 
norm of Caesar and Cicero (cf. p. 412). 

3) In the later decades Livy did not use the form in ere to 
give an archaic or poetical coloring to the passage. Its use 
here is to be accounted for chiefly from his fondness for variety 
in expression, often to avoid a rhyme between the two clauses. 
When the two forms were used in the same sentence, he, in 
general, preferred the fuller form at the close (cf. p. 413). 

4) The break in the use of ere occurs with book VII. Before 
this ere is used more often, after less often. 

5) The form ere is most common in III, 77.2$, and most rare 
in XLI, 3.3^. 

6) There is a striking difference between Livy's use of the 
form ere and that of the author of the Periochae (cf. p. 410). 

B. Detailed Usage. 

1) There are 11 verbs in the 1st conj. which have the three 
forms, so also nequeo, while audio has four (pp. 415; 419). 

2) Verbs in lo and ro prefer runt (p. 415). 

3) After the 1st decade the form arunt is preferred to averunt 

(P- 4I5)- 

4) It is interesting to note that, while Livy in the first conj. 
avoided entirely perf. forms which are identical with the infin., 
probably on account of the confusion that might thus arise, he 
felt no hesitancy about such ambiguous forms in the 2nd and 
3rd conj.: videre occurs 10 times, movere and its compounds 5 
times (cf. p. 416 f.) ; so also invidere 30, 30, 30; incidere 3, 5, 10; 
vertere 33, 9, 7 and avertere 3, 7, 2; portendere 31, 7, 15. 

5) Several verbs appear only in compounds, as pleo (p. 416) 
and curro (p. 420). 
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6) Volo and its compounds have only the form in runt (p. 418). 

7) Compound verbs in general prefer the fuller form, as nuntio 
(p. 415), cedo, duco and scribo (p. 418), eo (p. 420) and venio 
(p. 414). 

8) The ending uerunt is preferred to tiere, except in fuere 
(cf. p. 417). 

9) The s perfects (5, ss, and x) prefer the ending ermit to ere 
(cf. p. 418 {.). 

10) Fuere was used more often than any other form in ere. 
Neither this verb nor video and venio and its compounds follow 
the general tendency for the use of this form (cf. p. 414 f.). 

[In summarizing the results of this investigation regarding 
Livy's use of these two forms, another kind of summary is 
suggested. In the course of this article many errors, both of 
omission and of commission, have been incidentally pointed out in 
Wagener's revision of Neue's Formenlehre. Besides those above 
mentioned others occur, 1 as, e. g. in Vol. Ill, p. 468 f. only 6 
passages are cited for audisset instead of 21, only 3 for petisset 
instead of 6, and only 4 for audissent instead of 16; and on p. 
473, only 5 for audisse instead of 13, and neither the verb petisse 
nor its 15 occurrences are cited. Besides this 125 forms of eo 
and its compounds are omitted; on p. 192 f., 228 passages are 
not given. It is with a feeling of disappointment that we record 
the fact that a book of such high standing as Neue's Formenlehre 
should contain so many errors. But the fact remains that as far 
as completeness or accuracy in regard to Livy's usage is con- 
cerned, it has been weighed in the balances and found wanting. 
Although the 3rd edition is a decided improvement over the 2nd, 
and has been enlarged to quite formidable dimensions, still for 
an exact account of Livy's usage the book is untrustworthy 
and unreliable, and needs a thorough revision. Let us hope that 
his treatment of this small chapter in Livy's usage is not typical 
of the whole book.] 
^ „ Emory B. Lease. 

The College of 

the City of New York. 

'Cf. Class. Rev. 1898, p. 30; 1899, p. 130 and p. 251; 1904, p. 27 f., where the 
author has pointed out omissions for Martial's use of licebil, Quintilian's use 
of igilur, itaque, and contracted forms of the perfect found in that author and 
in Livy. Cf. also Archiv XI, p. 10, for omissions of licilum est, etc. 



